CHAPTERII.

PURTSOTTAMA'S  LIFE,

5
Geneology.
Unlike the founders of other systems, Vallabha was a

householder, He became a sapny@ei in Benarss only'ih'hiS‘
last days, Not only so but in his smell work'Sennyasa-nirneya',

he revesled his thoughts on asceticism as such. A8 a result
of this‘,while in other systems we have the line of teachers
end their disciples who adored the pontifical chsirs,here
we have the linehof direct descendante,These descendants
have done much to propound and explai:i th;e Sampredayic
theories and practices. Vallabha's system has given us three
orders of scholers, the Vaisnaves who were followers of the
School, the Bhé@?as who were'relatedYtb}the.Gastmis by
matrimonial alliancé,and the direet'&eééendénts'challabha.
Out.of these, the last have served the system most. They had
the right of serviee of the imagéé fhat they>kept in their
own posseseion, Meny of them weve great scholers., Again they
were looked upon with very high regerd by their followers,

perhaps because they were direct discendants of Vallabha,
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The title'Cosvemi' which was assumed by them end which is

retained by them even to-day, Boes not appear 1o be the
original title of Vallabha himself. Vallabha calls himself
just'Fiksita'., Bven Vitthaleda calls himself'Diksita'in
some of his works, V:ii,:*ghaleéa however, was aliowed to

craze his cattle at Gokula,Mathura etc, by the imperisl
firmsns issued by the Woghul Emperors-Akber and Jehgig ir.
It wes en sccownt of this that Vitthaleda was called s
Go-svani-'the owner of cows'and this ‘citle‘\“n'ren‘n on for

centuries. Even to-day the Mehardjas are cslled Gosvamis,

Vittheleda had 7 sons,The third son wes Ealakrens,
who again hed 6 sons., His second son was Vrajensthe while
the fourth son was named PitEmbafa. Vrajené’tha hed a son
named Krsnacsndra, Pitambera has two sons'SyAnalsla' and
'Yadupati'. Sydmsldla was the father of Vrajepala and
Vrajeraye. Yadupati" s son was Pitambars whose son was
Purusottama, Purusottema refers respectfully to his
father end his grend-father in his works.lxgge do not
know the name of Purusottema's mother.The geneoiogy is

given on the next page.
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(1),
Date and place of Birth,

The generally sccepted year of Pﬁru@ott’a‘ma's birth is
V.S5.1724, Shri,Chinenlel Shestri of Bada Mendir at Surat -~

however told me that this dld not appear to be correct
I, therefore wrote to Dandl’r. Kanthemenl Shestm of . N
Kankroll, who directed me to write %o Shrl,.l‘iir;-smhalaln

Pendys of Nethadver,who supplied me with the horoscope of
Purugsottama. He has informed me that his asncestors were
eppointed Jyctisis and farﬁily—j)riests of Gosvami Vitthale= .
~ngtha and he has got a thoussnd such oid horoscopes, We
would like to suggest that epart fron the aé%rological
wportance, if these horoscqug are pub{ll'@hed they will
be very helpful in finding out the exaeit dates of meny of
tb_e Gosvamis, end thus in +4racing the h:t,story of the
family of Vallabha, Purugottama's horpSGOpe_is given in ]
the appendix No.1l. On the strength of that horoscope ¥

we cen be definite that Purusottsnia wes boru on ‘the

10th aay of the bright half of the month of Bhadrapada

in V,8,1714, comesPondlng to A.D 1658

We do not know definitely where he was born, It is

quite likely that he was born in Gokula, as tradition relates
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(I1I).
The Temple at Surat.

We do not know anything ébout Purusotiema uniil he
came tc Surat-end settled in the temple of Balskrsna es
an heir of Vrsjeraya. We may here note the history of the
image of Balakrsna till it was iaostalled ia Suret by
Vrajaraya. /

The imege of BElakrsna owes its origin t5 the saéred

river Yemund. uUnce when Vallabha wemt to the river for a

a bath,the imege came out entangled in the sacred thread
worn by him, and told Vallabha thet it would come to hls
house, Vellebha welcomed the Lord and teking the imegé to
bis house, placed it together with other images inlfhe
Seva, There is apother traditicd slso statlag that the
image ceme from the Kernsklpa in Vraja.At that time

Vallabhe hed five imsges and he was spending bis %ime in

their devotion at Adel near Prajag..

A curious incident hes slso been recorded in connection
with this idol. Vallabha's son ViithaleSa was gust a
child at thst time. He also served the small imece of
Balakrsna,he decorated it,played Wifh‘it,served it with
the Bhoga end did a2l3g sorts of things, Once he served
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*Thora!( I }as the Bhoga.To his sﬁrpriae he found that
"the image begen. to eat it.VitthaleSe thought¥that if

the Thora -;:9 eaten by him in this way,nothing‘ %ﬁlﬁeméin
for ‘him. He then tried to teke it away from the image but
Balakrena also mulled it in aiother direction, In the meen
time Vellabha ceme there and was delighted to-see this
friendship, He asked VitthaleSa to give away.the Thora

to the idol and another dish of thora was prepared for
VitthaleSa himself.

This -image of Balekrsna remained with Vellabha a;b
4defl, Kashi end Gokula.After Vallabha,it came %o
Vitthaleba. Vitthaleba had seven images in all snd also
had seven sons. So he distributed these images to his
sons thuss ' -

Hame of the son, Name of “the image.

(1)Giridhara o flathurefa, ,
(2)Covindnnaya .- Vitthalanatha. |
(8)BElakrsua Dvaraksdhisa.
(4)Gokulanatha Gokulangtha,
(S)Raghun'étha ' Gokulacandrama,
(6)TedunBtha Bslakrsna.

( 7)ChenaSyama

. Wadanamohana,



40

It will be seen that the image of Balakréna thus
came in the possession of Vsdunatha,the sixth son of
'Vit@haleéa. Yadunéfha kept this imagg togetherywith that
of Dvarskadhifs,and stayed with Balakrsna,the third son
of VitthaleSa.We do not know why Yedunsthe took such a
steps. One of the possible reasons may be that the imsge
of Balakrene is very small,ifter Yadunatha his son
Hadhusudsaa also stayed with Lvarskesa,the son of Bale-
~krsna, @ifter sometime however Madhusudsne wanted tobe
independent of DvArakeBa end hence he demended the g
imege of Belakrena from the latter.Dvaralkesa however was
not inclined to comply with that demand.The matter wes
referred -0 Gokulendtha, the fourth son of Vitthalesa.
Gokulenatha told DvarakeSa that the image of Balakrsna
belopged in fact to Ysdundtha who stayed with his father
anly due to a%féction. Again VitthuleSe himself had
ordered that whenever Vedunatha or eny of his deseendents
defdred to serge the imege independently,that desire
should be fulfilled, edhusidena could thus get this
inage of BEiak?§§a. After one year's service,the Lord

wished to remain in the company of another imsge of

Dvarakadhida. Madhusudbna thereupon brought it fo

o
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A# DvarakeSa whe accepted the imege on the candition that
MadhusUdana should-not demand it in future.Madhusidang
sgreed to this in writing, Thus the imsges of Dvaraskadhida
and BElskrsna were kept in Gokuls together, After
Dvareskeéa, they were served by his son Giridhera,Giridhara's
son Dvarskamatha possessed the imageé after. his father.He
served them together with hie sister Gedgabetiji end

his wife Jenakivehuji,Dvarakanztha went to Kaé}ii for study
and menaged to get the Serasvatimantre on his tongue.

He became s profound scholsr snd then returned %o his

father at CGokula, Bui the same night, the Cod Dvarakadhida
ixéformed him that he hsd comditted the f:.,a:f/z{t of ' Anyadraya'
by resorting to the Serssvetimantra and therefore he

was no longer fit for devobicn.He had to leave his house,
Similar such incidentd is slso veported in eonnéc/tion with
his father @iridhara.His wife JanaklI therefore with. the
help of Gaigd adopted Vrajabhiigena,son of frivallabha, .

in the year 1717,V.5.6n the eighthday of the bright half

of Bhadrepsda.

This deed of adoption was challenged by Vrajaraya,
son of ’Syﬁmal’éla',who recently returned to Gokuls from

Kashi.He demanded ane of the two imsges served by the
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trio of Gangd,JanekT and Vrajebhiisena, The demand of

Tre jarays was refused. He thereupon approached the
Emperor but without eny result.He then went %o Gokula
with bukh some associstes and toox away botl fb@ images
by force, Ths: matter was referred to 'l'be Emperor
Lursngzeb,who or:iermd that the 1mages shoulé be retmne&

$0 Vrajabhisega, Vrajaraya again met the Emperor in a

forest end pleased him. He veiterated his demend in

the form of a requeé‘é. The Emperor however deed not mree.
Vra .}'argz,m then sasked for only one imege,thst of

Ra.tak.rsna gs a right.The Ewperor accepted the reauest

and issued the necessary order, With this order in hand,
Vrajatzﬁya came to Gokula,but Ganga end 'Ja(nakl together
with Vrejebligens went %o Agra. Vifhgu Vrajarays went ,to
fgra,they left the place far dhnedebad,taking awey with
them both the ima_ges.‘ They stayed there in an underground
room end served the images secretly. Vrajarﬁ:}a came to
Atmedavad and begen his seavch for the images, éffer four
months he could £ind out where the imsges were kept.Once
he found that thoussnds of betel lesves were daily purchased
from one shop. He thereupon askeﬁ, the shop-keeper who
informed him thet those betel lesves were purchased for

da1

the images,that were kept secretly in a house in the
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Raipur locality., Vrajerdys %tovk the help of the Noghul
Vieeroy in Ahmedabad and went to that placé; At thet

time both the imeges were lying in a cradle,and Geigs ,,

Janeki and Vrajabhusana were serving them, Vrajaraya
showed to6 them the imperiel order asnd took away the

smaller image of Balakrsna with his own hend from: the
cradle, Jenekd was very angry at this and cursed
Vrajeraye to the effect that as he wes taking sway the
image from the cradle, there would be no craﬁle in his

houge, Vrajaraya sccepted the curse eand left Ahmedabad.

From Almedabad Vrajarays ceme o Surat, On account
of his scholership snd his devotion o the Lord,he

eould erercise very good infiuence on the loesl Veisnavas,
He setiled in Surat end built a temple of his owm in
V.5.1727. As be had no son,he sdopted Purugottama as his.
heir. Purugottama thus occupied the pontifical chair of

Surat after Vrajaraya.

-

The aecount'given sbowd is sccording to the ’
tradition current in the Sampradays. It seems to have
a fairly large degrec of historical truth. Theve is
another tredition current in the Sémpradéya,eXpiéinimg

how Purusottama could secure the image of Balskrsna,lt
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is sai€ thet Purusobtoma toox awsy this imege from Gokuls
end bpouzht it to Sura$,hiding it in the locks of his hair.
On eccount of this the MehErajs in Gokuls cnpéed
Purugotiama with childlessness.This traditicn does not
eppesr to be correct, That Purusbtbama could secure the
irsge of B§lakrsnaufrom Vrajarﬁya, is borne 6ut'by the

sta ¢ement of Purugcttame himself., In the 1ntroﬂuctory
verges in his @aubhdgyeprakada, Purusotiama pays homage to
Vrajsraya end says:

Vende tam Vrajars jem anvayamanim yadrocisg médpéb—

Pyasin murdbni krp@parah Prabbuverah éribgiakr&nah SVayam.g

The historicity of the feud between Vrojsrdya on. the

~one hand end Gahga, Janeki and Vrajsbliigana on the other

is coraoborated by documentary evidence slso. In the
Sudder Dlwanl Adsulat Cese No.423,was produced z releass
executed by Cafga,Janakd, and Vrajablitsaua tof Vrajsraya,

The document which is given in appendix Wo, 3,bear

.

the
date third dey of the bright half of the first Aévina,
V.5.1787,correspending to0 1681 A.0. It is stated in the

document that they had settled tbelr old dispute regarﬂlng

2. AB.P. Intro.?.? D2
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the two imeges =nd the Peduk® of the Acdrya. The idol of

Bglakrsne should be given up %o Vrajarays,while that of
Dvsrakenatha should be kept by them. Cenga should keep

the Peduka till her death end after that the Padukz would
devolvs t0 Vrsjerays. It was stated in conclusion that

no ceuse of dispute remained between the parties after this,
The document wss sigued by Hsrirsya,son of Kalgﬁgaréyé and

-

others =8 witnesses.

It appears from the.document that the wuarrel between

Vrajaraya an the one hand end Galiga,Janaki,and ‘Vrajabhisana
on the other went on for a long time. Harir@ys,who was a
femous personality léving at that time in the Sampraday,
seams o have used his good off'ices to worik oub a

[ -

compromise sotution,

Onedmportent point should however be noted in this
conuiection, The yesr,given in the document is V,5.1737,
The treditional acrount given above informe us that Vrajaraya
came to Surat sfter feeeiving the idol of Belekrsna in
V.5.1727. In the Cujarat Sarvssangrsha prepsred by Kavi

Narmedashankar it is stated that the temple of Eilakrsna

at Ksnpith was buiit in 1695 A.D.a

A S o T @ S Y W s IS S S A B S WM G A T L S S0 T S N S R A S e O T G5 Cae S W W S U - S e <t G SO TR Ge wme 05 afm I

2. Gujarat Servesangraha p.531.
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In the Histrry of Kenkroli, Pendit fenthameni Shastri
expresses certain doubts about the éuthanticity of fhis
document an the following groundss= |

(1) The script of the document is Gujeratijend it is
quite possiblé also but as Gabgabetlji herself used Hindi
(Vraj) in all her deslings, the langusge of the Jocument
should have been Hindi(Vraj) sad not Gujereti. S

(2)Ten yesrs befors the date of this docurent all of

them left Gujarat and settled in Mewad,
(8)CahgsbetiiT wes not alive in V.S.1787.

(4)Whe. all of them were in Ahmedsbad,in V,5.1727,
there is no evidence to show thst HarirSya alsoc stayéd dn

Gujarat,

On these grounds,Kanthemani Shestri says that the
document is doubtful. It is likely that Vrajardya might
‘heve settlsd firmly in Surat by about V,5. 1737 and might

have got this doocument prepared 8o ag to avoid any problem

in future.®

* Shri.Chimenlal Shastri of the Bada Mendir at Surat
s writing a history of the idol of Balakrsns and the
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4. Kenkroli.Pert.II.eappendix No.2.pp.154-153,
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Bada Mendir,Surat. The work is not yet published,Shri,C, H.
Shastri informed me of his arguments which ere as follows:-

(1) The correct yesr in fhé doctment should be V,8.1727
snd not 1737,According to mathematical consideration the
cdditionsl month of Abvine is found in V,S5,1726-27.He also
supplied me with a teble showing the adoitional months,The

relevant portion of the table is given belows-

Semvat Yeer: —Semvat yesr Seke yoar. Additimel
beginning beginning with ~month,
with Kertidka, Caltrs. . 4
1724 - Ligs C 1590 Jyestha,
1725- 1726 1591
1726 177 - 1582 Abvina,
1727 ].’3?28 | 1593
1725 1w | 1594

s i | ’ ’
1729 173 \ 1595 Sravena,
1730 1731 1596
1731 1738 1597
1732 1733 158 Jyestha.
1733 1734 1599
1734 1735 1600

1735 173 1601 Vai&skha
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Semvat Vear: Séivat yesr o Saka year (Additionél
beginning beginning with month,
with Kértika, Caltra.

1736 . 1737 1602

1737 1738 1603 Bhadrap= a,
1728 1789 ‘ 1604

1733 1740 1606

1740 1741 © 1606 " Asadha,

(2) The document was produced before the court in

the Sudder Diwani Adsulat case'No, 43,

(3) Herirsya hed mastery over Gujarati lenguage,as can
be seen from the Padas,he composed in Gujareti.It is likely
that s the writer of the said document was a Gujarati,
Heriraya might have got it writfen ia Cujerati,end Cehgabetiji
and others signed ift.

(4) GehgBbetTiT died in ¥,S5,1736.Hence the date of the
document cannct be V,8.1737, Aurangzeb attacked Mathura in
V.5.1726 end so the friv of Galgabetiji,Janakivehuji and

Vrajabhigens could not stay in Gokuls.In V,S8.1727,Herirsym
was about 80 years of age.éri‘m§thaji was shifted from
Girirgja to Mewad in V,S.1728 apnd that is why the Patotsava

of Sri NEtheiT was celebrated in Mewad in V.S.1728.There is
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a possibility that Harirsya lived in CGujerat in V,S.1728-27,
because Wathurs was not peaceful and the reside€§213 EEwéé
was not yet established, In the letters that Harirz@ya wrote
to his\youngervbrother Gogeévara, there are references to

Surat and to one‘Gujarsti gentlemen nemed Premaji. Harimays

visited Gujarat very often,The newsfof the death of

CopeSvera's wife was known to him when he was in Cujarat,

1t sppesrs from all this,that the idol of Balakrsna
was brought to Surat in V,8,1727.4s regerds the date given

in Cujarst Sarvasangraha,it csn be understood as the year

in which the temple was built completely.

We do not know when Purugottama came to Surst.Any way
he did not come to Surat before V,S5.1727,We also do not
know when Vrajerays died and when Purugottema succeeded
him, After Purusdttans,the inmege was given to another
Purusotitema,son of Wurelidkara and great Grandson of
Vrajalamkare,This Purusottame hed a son called Goverdhans,
48 he died without sny male issue, his wife WMal@ranivehuji
edopted Cokulotsava,who belanged to the femily of. the
Secomd, . ;o L.

Firet son of VittheleSa. Thus the image went %o the

. . Zecomd. .
possession of the £izet house.On the next page we have
shown how the imsgs.of Halakrena has cheuged hands. by means

of a chsrt.
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Chert showing how the idol of Balskrsns chonged hands,

1.Vallabhs, . ;
2.’%"&}@31@%.

3,Ysdun&tha, (Sixth son of Vitthalebea),
4.B§a'laktj$§1a,(’fhirﬁ son of Vitthaleéa),

5.DvErakebs(Son of BElekrsna).

1 ,
6.Madhus®eua{Son of YedunZthe).

I .
7.Dvarakebs. (Sems =8 Ko, 5,
I
8.Miridhara, (Son of DvErekeda).
1

3. Dvara&anp*‘bsa(%n of Mridhara).

I ‘ ;
10.ehpgf(Sister of | vnra&z'én'a‘iha) Jehaxi{Wife of DIvarskangtha),
Vrajebhiisans(Sor of 'SxTVallabha),
I
11.Vrajarsya{Son of Sysnaldia).
I

12.Purusobbans(Son of PIizmbara).

T .
13.Purusottana{Son of juralidhara).
1
14.Covardhaneda(Son of Purusottama,lio,13),
I

15, Mahgrsni ahugl(‘fs:ﬁ‘e of Govardhaneda),

1
16.Gokulotsava(AGopted by kishBranlvanujl).
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Study  and  Scholarship, S :

We do not lmow much sbout the childhoon of Purusoftanmd,
His tescher was Krgnacendra, whods dats of birth is probably

7
.

T

.1681, He was the son of Vrajanatha,the second son of
Béiakrsna the third soz of ?i@ﬁhaleéa. fle was a,vefy gre at
scholax I irbhayarame Bhetta in his Kalpavrksa calls him
1Sestrevitians” 5 We do unot know mach about the l;fe qf‘
this Krsnacendra. The Lhavap“*’ atikaveiti is aseribed $o

. him, Purusottama pays homage to him as his preceptor in the
beginning of his Agubﬁ@?yaprakﬁéa.BShri Telivala things that
very probably Puruscttams owes much bto Krsnacandra for the
profound scholarship, which is revealed in his werks,
Telivale says that Purugottama is obliged by two Gosvamis ,

Vrajaraya end Krsnecendre., A comperison of the works of

Vrajeraya with those of Purngottame would show that thereis

5. Evam Sri Balskrsyen@n jyesthesyanvaya Iriteh
,Vrajanﬁthébhidhasvﬁkha dvitiyatanayassys tu ;
Krspecendre iti kby#to nasdenah Sastrs vittamah. Kalpavrksa.
quoted by Telivala in Vepunada Vol.I.No.S.

6. Tatputrsn ssha Sﬁhubhﬁr'aijagurﬁn érik;gyacandréhvayﬁn..}.

.Ac B.Po Iﬂtroch 7-p- 20

:
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8 basic difference in thelir respective methods of presentation,
Naturally tke proiound scholarship of Purusottama does not

owe its origin to the genius of Vrajarﬁya. It is likely

that it may be due to the teasching of Krspacsadra. The
srgurent of Telivsla appesrs convineirng,but the term Guru

meyd mesn only the initiating preceptor snd nothing more.
Teliwala also refers to the Bhiavaprakasikgvrtti and compares
it with the ApubhBsyeprakads, The Blavaprakadikavruti is

8 very suspicious work and we will discuss its relation with

. the Anubhasysprakaa in the next chapter.It is difficult to
say anything for o against the view of Telivala that the
scholarship of Purusottama owes its origin to the teaching

of Krsuscendra,

.Ther‘e iz one curious tradition in the Sampfa&'é‘ya,which
tries to scoomnt for the scholarsuip of Purusottema.Ilt is
said thet when Purusotisma was only seven years old,one
great Pandit (Appaya Uiksita asccording to the Samprad’a’ya) |

ceme 0 Surat snd challenged the scholasrs for the SEstrarths.

As the elderly persons in the Surat temple were absent,

Purusottama's mother asccepted the chalienge snd said that
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her son would be prepared for the ééstrértha after three
days. Purusottems then went to the underground room in

the Surst temple and continuously muttered the Ssrvottama-
-stotra for three days and nights.(According to some he
muttered the Trividhen@navall,) At the end of this the
Lord Balakrsna,Vallabhaearya and VitthalangthsjT presented
themselves before him end blessed him with a thovopgch
understanding of all the works,if he saw just the beginning
and the end of the same, When Purusottama pays homage to
Balekrsna in the AnubhEsyaprakaba he says:

Kriden Sribalakrensh peremakarunaya menmenah prerayitva

Bliagyartham yo' tigidham prakatitam akarot ssmpradaye-

‘ \ ~nivrite,..”
The werse is taken as a proof for the tradition by some,

After the blessings thet he received,Purusottams received
the blessing from his mother slso. He was thus fully
prepsred for the SEstrartha and defeated the Pandita in
Surat,

Whatever way he the value of the traditional story,
Purusottama’s scholarship is really profound.Be had g
thoropkh study of all the Blhasyas. He refers to almoat

all of them st the end of the Sutras or Adhikeranes in

T - - o~ —— - " o " W W s Gk W > G W s WD i Wt G o P (o e T g Sy e 0D B (i . e e By £ A s s 2 O W O e e e o

7.A.B,P.Concl.V.1.p. 1441,

/



his Apubhsysprakasa. He knows of six Bhﬁsyeé,of éamkara,
Rémﬁnuja,éaiva,Bhéskara,Madhva,and Bhiksu. 4% one place
when Vallabha refers to someone by 'Kabeit paraéabdeﬁa
dehadim §ha',?uru§ottama says in his comments,'Idam

ca na'prasiddha§a@bﬁéﬁyaéthah... ata idénim u€SannaS§aiva
Kasyacin métasyollekhéﬁ‘g)lt may aﬁbeaf fatﬁef curious
that Purusottame does mot refer to NimbBrks at sll,

not only so, but even does not appear %o know of him. -

He also refers to VécaSpati,Jayaﬁirfha,and Vedsntadedika,
the famous followers of éamkara,Madhva,and Hamanuja
r95pectively; Regarding the literature of his own
school,his study is so very deep that he points out
where and whet exactly Vitthaleéa added to the bulk of
his father!'s works., Even in minof‘comméntafiés?such a8
those on the sixteentd tracts,he shows a thorough study
of the interprétatioaS given by'the elders of thég school,
like Devekinaudana,Harirsya,Caca Goﬁiéa,Dvﬁrakeéa, ete.,
Apart from the Vedantic works,he reveals s profound

study of the authoritative works of other systems also,

de refers to the Brattas, the Probhakaras, apila, Iévara-

.-ky§ga,Gautama,Kagﬁda,ﬂdayana,Pérthasérathimiéra,
Maithili Bhavedeva Mibre,Venemflid@ésa,the Bauddhas,
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thevJainas,Madhusﬁﬁana‘Sarasvati,Appaya Diksita and many
others very often.He also refers to Papini,Pafalijali,

end Bhattoji Diksita,and even Ramekrsna, the author of
Siddhﬁntaratnﬁkara. He shows his study of rhetories and
refers to Kavyaprakeéa,Phvanyaloka and similer stendard
works on the subject. He refers even %o A?kap?akgéa,é'
work on medicine snd discusses how the Giﬂiyaﬁpofs are
menufsctured His study of the Dharmed@stra-nibandhas is
simply astonishing as can be seen by the scores of references
to such works in the Dravyasuddhi and Hfsavapratﬁﬂa;ﬁe is
thdroughly well-versed in the sacred lore.fiis passages
beam‘witﬁ the references to the érutis,the great Tpics,

Smrtis snd Purshss.From the clascicel literature,he refers

to Prabodhacandrodaya, He also refers to Narasimha Mehta
¥ ,

the femous Gujarati poei-ssint,The above is not an
exhaustive list of the works referred to by himgbut it
would be sufficient to show how great a scholar Purusottama
was. There is a traditional verse in the Sampredaya,showing
thet he was s very great scholsr and composed about nine

. lacs of verses,The verse runs:

NEsid ena samah samastanigamasmrtyaditattvarthavid -

Vakts capratimah ssdahsu vidugam adyapi bhimau budhah,



Yah sarvam navalaksapadyakamitapraudhaprabandhan vyadhst

Sa Sriman Purusottame vijayatam Acaryacudamanil,

Purusottams wes not only a gregt scholer himself,
bﬁt be also kept so many other scholars with him.?ﬁrdgottama
does not appesr to have been ‘s man of very narr oW outlook,
Wthenever he found g Péndit,irrGSpective of the systeﬁ which
that particular Pendit followed,Purusotiama treated him
with due resyect. It is rerhaps becauée of this thet
Purvgottama is very exact in his relerences o other

systems . gud

(V)

Travels and Dizvijays.

Purusbdttama is said to heve travelled all over India,
He went to various provinces and challenged all the great
Pendits of the time for the SEstrErtha. This is the reason
why he was given the title of DaSadigentavijayi. It is said
that he won over ﬁaﬁy of them and received wpitten steffhents
of his victory form them. Wy efforts to secure those
statements have not been fimmitful,If they sre found out,

it may be possible to trsce the sccownt of his travels,

He is also ssid to have gone to Dumas very often.
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Dumas is a plece of rescrt on the Sea-shore,sbout ten
miles from Swrat.It is said that Purugottama wrote many of |
his works there.Prof.M,G,Shastri goes s$ill fur ther and
says that after finishing the dsily work in the morning
and serving the Lord Balekrspa with RﬁjabhOga,PUrusottama
went to Dumas every day.He stayed there for the whole dey
and returned in the evenzng to serve the Lord 3"1akrsna
sgain, ﬁhen he went to Dumas, he kept w1th him uavtluads of
Bo?ks.It is impossible $o believe that Purugotnama went

there every day in those days when the mesns of communi-

~cation and transport were not speedy.

Shri.Telivala in his account of Purugsottama's life
seys that Purnsotiama used to go to Duamas very often5Maﬁy
ofihis works ‘were written and copied there., Telivals fﬁrther
says that Purusottama gave some sort of & letter to a

Brahmin Devotee of his at Dumas snd the descendants of that

devotee are still alive.

Though I hsve not been able to get any definite
informstion regarding this, I could get some hints from
Dumas,which I visited often in connection with this purpose.

There is gtemple of Ranchhodji ,built in December 1956,
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The image however is old by centuries.It is made of black-

stone and is similar to t%at of DvarakadhiSa at Dakor with
the order,Padma,Cakrs,Cadd and Semkha. Below this image
certain letters are inscribed., The first line could be read
with difficulty. It reads:

FeresA sy Mmoo
The second line couid not be resd becsuse it ie below the
pTtha,upon which the imsge is fized, There are five other
copper images and slso a conch,All of them appear to be

very old,

Shri.Chhaganlal Delpatram Upadhyay,Popularly known as
Chhsgenlal Shestri,offers his service to the imsge.He stays
just nesr the temple.When spproached,he feadily showed his
‘eagerness to give me s8 push information 28 he could, He
informed me abogt some hearssy in Dumas that one Cosvami
fiehargje ,who wes perhaps a very great scholar,used to
come to Dumas before some two hundred snd fifty years or so.
As repards the image of Ranchhodji he told me that it was
quite ﬁoesibla thet some oue might\have brought it in a ship
in the Dark days of Hinduism, His family was in possession
of this dimege since centuries,and he was not in o position

to inform me when and how exactly his ancestors came to
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possessg this‘image.lﬁzégfficult to make out exactly what
is meant by the letters which are inscribed under the image,
Accordlng to Shri.Upedhyay 'Sri Sutra means that the 1mage
is of Laksm1narayana !’Maharaula‘ cen not be understood by
us.It may perhaps signify that the image is frcm Ragasthan
~arﬁhr&ﬁ1.i%eiimage does ﬁot appesr to owe its origin fo
South Gujsrst.Shri.Upadhysy further informeéé'me that in
the Telav Falia,where'his ancestors were staying at first,
there wae g fairly lsrge number of lagsr Baniss liviﬁg in
Dumés in thet strast, The Nager Beniss are generally
Veisnavas beloaying té the Pustimarga. Thus there appears to
have been some sortg of Vaisnavite influence of the Pusti-
-marga,exercised on the ustives.of Dumas,It is very likely
that the said influence might have come from Surat which is
the nearest centre of the Pugﬁlmarga .th Upedhyay also

informed me thet his sncestors possessed neny Senskrit
rmanuscripts but unfortunately they could not be preserved,
He showe@ to me ane old manuscript of the Ramazyana of
Valmiki. The manusceript is now deposited in the maﬂuseriptf
—llbrary of the Chunilal PcnuF Vidyabhaven ,Surst.is the

zanuscript is imporient for our purpose,l have given a
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short description aud the colophans of the menusoript in

appendix No.4. The following points should be noted in
this connection:-

(1) The manuscript was copied in V,5.1786.Purugottama
who wes born in ¥,5.1714,lived a feirly long life end
inspite of his gift deed in V,S.1781,we can say that he
lived even efter that time.The question will be discussed
later in this chapter,but there is nothing wrong in |
assuming that Purusottama was living in V,5,1786,

(2) The hendwriting found in the folios of the f@nda
VI,wers Seen by Shri.Chimenlsl Shastri,Secretary of the
Bilakrsna SuddhEdvaita Malesabhd,Surat.He told me that
~there sre wanuscripts in the Surat temple,with a similar
hendwriticg snd it is very lik@iy %hat*the scribe might
be one and the same.

(3) 'fhat the manuscript has been found at Dumes leads
us to/fairly reasonsble conjacture that it might have been
copied at Dumas, Had it been copied elsewhere,it is not
1ikely that the ancestors of Shri.Upedhyay might have
possessed it.

(4) In the very beginning of the Kénda I we have'Om

nano Bhagavete Vasudevays' which precedes the salutation



€1

- $0 REma. It is really curious in & menuscript of Ramayena.
In the beginuing of the Kenda V we have one verset

Jitem Bhagavata tena Haripa lokedharing,

Ajens vibvarupsna nirgunena punatmana.
This verse is followed by the nsusl NMadgala,'Jayati
Raghuvenfstilakah,..'. The verse shows the contradictory

gttriButes of the Lord.That Brshman haes contradictory’
attributes is edvocated by Vallabha slone and by no other

Josrya. What is the use of this sddifional verse in the

menuscript of Ramayens? Both these points show that the

owner a8 well as the scribe must have been definitely a
¥y

. l e
follower of the Suddhadvaita.

Thue it is cleasr thet Purupottame was present in
Dumas whea the menuseript was copied oub,and it ie very -
likely that he sHew it,if he did nét own it.He might have
given it to his followere in Dumas sud perhaps some one
ancestor of Shri.Upadhyay might have got it.I% is also
likelﬁ thst Purugottema micht have hsd some éonnection with |

the image of Ranchhod ji,bnt about this we do not know any-

~-thing.
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(V).

Private Life .

We do not know much about the priVQte 1ife of'Purusottmm.
He had three wives,RanT,Candravali,end Padmavati,He had

two sons,¥sdupati and Darodera snd cne daughter named

")
&
[
ute

3'3:]'

il
[

ya. Yédupatl was born in V,8,1748,and ‘Emodsra in
V.S.1760.Roth of them died during his life time.Tradition
runs that ss Purugotiema brought the image of Balskrsna
concenling it in the locks of his hair,tbe Cosvami Maliaraja
of Kwmk that place becare very sngry and cursbd him with
childdessness, lience even though Purugottama had two soné,

both of them died very youug,

Purugottams seems 0 have psssed nost of his time in
the composition of his works, Men ny of his works wers written
in Dumss. In Suret,it is said that he nsed to wighsd write
in au widerground room in the Surat temple.He kept about
uine socribes with him. He dictsted o them whatever he
thought at a perticular time,Thus some three or four works
were being written simulteneously.This perheps is #he reason
why there are mutusl references foutrd in many of his works
Shri,Telivala thinks, It is said thet he nsed to peepa»e

three copies of all his works.(ne was kept for himself,
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while the other two were sent to other Gosvomis, He had

cordial relstions with Gosvami Vitthalarays Campasenivsla

and one of the copies was sent to him. Whenever he went out,

he kept with him cartloads of books rsther than ¢lothes or
oreaments and thinés of luxury. Teliwala says that he

kept some sbout EEféarts. Purdgottama again had s very big
library of his own, He used to study the worke of Vallshha
end Vitthelel3a very often apd used to copy out those works
in small handwriting, Telivala saw one such manuscript of
the Subodhini on the first ten Adhysyas of the fenth
.Siandha of the Bhagavate., fle found it very clear snd the
handwriting was quite good. Puruschtama was a very good

scribe himself, Shri.Telivala who saw nany of his

m

neniuscripts while preparing criticsl editions of his
works,seys: ® From his manuscripts we fip# him putfing a
voint where we usefd #fa,comma:for a fullstop he makes one
stroke,snd for a complete idea hevzne/kes'two perpendiculsr
strokes.When he wents to begin s fresh parasraph,he puts
two perpendiculsr strokes snd leavine 2 spesce of shout
half an inch he puts snother two strokes and then begins
a fresh pazegraph;lmpartent words are coloured with Ted

[~ — o » . -
senns, ANri. Purosottens jT has revisad his manuscripts
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atleast three or four times. Where he thought that en
eddition was necessery he would affix a fine slip and
re-write over it,Where the angle mark was above the line,
we had tc look for the addition on the top of the nege on
the mergin,comting the number of lines mentioned at the

end of the addition.Where the éngle was below the line we

had similarly tc look for the addifion at the botiom of

0 9

the page.
Tt appesrs that Purugotbems wes always busy writing

something,This perhaps is the reason of his being called

¥ [skhavela'. Auother title given by the contemporary

GCosviuis to him was !Vedapsfu'.It was a jeer ot him.

Purugobtena led s very simple life,even though like
other Gosvamis he was blessed with Vest fortune.le was
staying in Suret,which was at the height of s glory as
the chief emporium of trade on the Western coast of
Indis. It was a main ceﬁﬁre of business ﬁut’ouly in Cug arat
but in the whole of India snd it attmacted the femous
Chuatrepati Shiveji {or plunder.Purugotisma was mntouched
by the pomp and glory, of the éity.He was an author and

scholar,and likedtc remain a real suthor and resl scholar,

9 5ol i
2. Telivale,quoted by H.C.Parexh in 'Shri,Vallabhacharya,!.

1. 911,



fle do not know much sgbout him as a devotee,as much ‘&8
we kuow about Heriraya. He is however said %o have been 8
very good grtist, His Holiness Gosvemi Shri Vrajarstnalslji-
Ngheraj of the Surat temple obliged me ﬁy showing certain
articles,whiéh arve kept in the Sevd and-which coantein one
picture ,said to have been printed by Purusottsma and five

paper-cuts said to have been prepared by Purusottema.A shobt -

description of them is as follows:-

(1 7he pieture is of puralimenchersa,lt hes three
is

colours.Lord £rens/ painted eg playing upon his flute,
There sre two femsle desr st his feet.Above tie head are
psinted the peacock-festhers.The picture is painted on the
S . - - : 10
besis of the verse'Uhanyas te midhamataye ...etc.' "In
the verse the Gooikss describe the female deer which are at
the feet of the Lopd,hesring his Vepunsda with rapt

attention end worshipping him with loving glances. The idea
in the verse is aptly vevesled iun the picture,

(2) Poper-cut of a Faim-itwed,with two men ascending
the tree with vots.below at the root of the tree sre

designed one cow sud oue pot.There ig a border design also.
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fthe cutting is very minute and exsct. The leaves of the -
tree,the helmets of two men,and all the details are

quite clesrly visible. The paper usedis white.

{8) Paper-cut of four rams with one face,The four
rams are shown a£3>< and the one face which is designed

can be fitted 4o any of them in different,postures.There
is also s border design. The.paper~wurﬁis minute and
the desiga is artistic and bsautiful. The paper used

is whife.

(4)Paper-cut of s Seru tree with an artistic border.
Below the tree sre shown four birdé,two on either sides.
The paper work is minutely executed. White paper is
used. |

(5)Paper-cut of a leafless dried up tree.The work is

done with fineness,The paper is not white but hss the
dark colour correspouding to thet of the trunk and

brenches of the tres.
(6)Paper-cut of a Zedemba tree.Two apes are shown

in the work.lue is mou.ting the tree,while the other is

plucking the leaves,The work is so minutely designéd

thet even the tsil of the monkey cen be seen easily,



the tree is fairly big.

Under tﬁe Saru trée and the Kedambsetree,the word s
161! and 'éfiy'are written fesyecﬁively.ink ink,Gosvami
Shri Vrajeratenelalji Mzhara] told me that the hand-

-writing wes of Purusottema,snd that this is a proof for
the peper-work being done by Purusottama himself .He also
informed me that according to requirements of the
tradition of their family,if 18970 is not’writfen~on

the paper,it cen not be included iu the Seva, Any way,

it should be stated thet the designs ere fairly well

L
preserved, 11

(VII)

Jontempocaries,

By the time of Purugottema,the family of Vallabha

became a very big femily and his descendants spread over

almost the whole of Western India,Thus Purugottama had

meny contemporary (fosvamis,
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11.Besides what has been deseribad above,there are two
copies of the picture of Vi@@haleéa,said to have been.
e 4 & n . » /-r,_. -
drepn by himself.There is also a picture of Srinathaji,
Y J
in it are seen Covindarays snd others.There ere alsofour
’ fivo

menuseripts,Z in the hendwriting of Vallebhe end two in

that of Vijsichaleéa .
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The most important end famous of the contenparary
Gosvanis,was Hariraya,who was born in V,5,1649 and who
lived a fairly lopg life of about one hundred snd ‘twe,nty
years or so.It is said that he was alive in V,S5.1772.He
was thus a)s.enior contemporary of Purusottema.Regarding
the connection of Harirsya with Purugottama,two stories
have paen preserved by traditionjboth of them arve intended
to establish the superiority of Hariféya to Purusotisma,
a8 a devotee and as scholar.foth of them are szrrated

below.

Since the time of VitthaleSe,there is a convention
in the Samprad@ya that,whetever wealth is sccumalated
by = Cosvari in the first round of his travels,should be'
dedicated to Coverdhensidthaji.Accordingly,Purusottansa
travelled all over India end with all his wealth went
for dediceting it to @riﬁ‘athej‘i.lt wes the summer sesson,
snd as 2 rule shoes can sot be presented to the Lord,
But Purugottama brought with him. very costly foot-wesr
studded with pearls.looking to this,the Gosvami of that

place allowed Purusottama to presant the same to eri 3 thail

—

for the limited time of Rajebhoga only.The young Gosvami
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Purugottema wented that the shoes should be kept -for the
whole dsy end attempted to do so by giving briles to

the chief serwant of the temple.He did not think that
this would be trouble some to God.Harirdya,at that time
was staying at Khimnor,not ?éry far fron Nathadvar,
ériﬁéthaji informed ‘him about this.Harirays immediately
came to Fathadvar on horse-bsck and ordered that the
shoes be taken off.The story thus shows that Harirsya

wes Tortunately enough +o obtain the grace of Cod, who
informed liim of what Hethought and felt,while Purusottame

was not blessed with similar favour.

Another sto&y runs thet once when FPurusottama wss
dictating to a seribe his Prakaéa commentary an the
SubodhinT,he had doubts about the exasct significence
.of some particulser point, Gven though he pondered over
it for a long time,his doubts could not be resolved.
‘Cne old lady saw him in s sorry nood and on inguiry
could know the resson,She said thet she had heasrd the
explanation of thet pesrticuler point from Hariraye and
she wes prepared to explein the ssme %o Euru@otﬁama.
Purugottema thereupon asked for the explanation and on

hesring the same he was satisfied., This story suggests
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that Purusotbema had to teke the help of even =n

ordingry lady who just heard from Harirgya,

Both these stories are current among the followers
of Harifﬁ&a.We do not know if there is any historical
truth in either of them., So fer as Purusbtbema is omoerned
he shows the same respect to HerirByn ee he shows to

others,

another Gosvemi with whow Purugottsma seemé‘to
hsve had special relatio&ship,was\Vi@thalarﬁya of
Capeseni.fe was bory in V,5,1751 zad was thus much
jumior to Purusottems.It is said that Purugottama sent

one copy of all his works to him.He actually commented

apon his own Prshastavada et his reguest.lg

AMnobher Gosvami,with whom Purusottama seems to

. - . A
have had cordial relstions was orivallabha,the author

of !lekha'on Subodhini,Purusottame refers to him in his

Subodhinipraksts oo BhEgaveta X.iv. o0 by 'Yatisnevanvida

1ty atra.Vedaner wit.BYEve kvid ...ity artha iti

D .u..m-..--—.-n.--..‘.-...u.-_..---..‘—.——,-.~..-.—na-...~—..--.-....-—--u..u—-—-.--..----—

12.Krtaven etan PrahastatTkan Vitthalaravepramodzya.

Prh.Viveti.p. 246.
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I et 04 ot - * » - .
Srivallabhah,Ten manapi sameatem i%i'.The singuler in
’ériﬁallabhab' 28 against the plural used in the references

. fe o aw ..
to other Gosvanis,would show that Srivallebhall was junior

to Purugottama.Srivalisbha's father wes Vitthalaraya .

et
D

> was born en the dark eleventh of the meath of Karttika

S. 17%‘

ed &
>

Shri.lJ, 0,8hastri could get from Vaisnava Manilsl
of Jemnagar a list of Fosvamis,who were contemporaries
of Purngottame.The list is very long -=nd doeg not apwear

to be conclusive.We heove given below the same mth certam

subkractiona:
Mame, Place, Samnvat_Yeer,
1. GopikRdhiéa - 1699

Z. balakrsna tokula, | 1700 v
3. f’m?{xa froguls. 170

4, Yadhavarsys Shergadh, 1700

5, Vigthaledd Kenkroli 1700

6. Vrajevallsbhs Gekuls, | 1701

7. Srikenta - 1701

(Son of CF3 Gopiba)

8. RBensidhara Kashi V 1702
9. Kekavellsbha ¥athedvar 1703
10 .Jiamanalal - 1704

(Son of Caca Gopiba)



Name " _Place,

11. Gokulameni Shergadh-
12, Kalyenargya Shergadh
13. Renachoda Burhanpur

14,
}50

16.
17,
18.

27,
28,
29
0.
31.

(Son of Vitthslan®tha)
sckurala’;@ra " okula

Vrajarays Surat
Dverakefa -
Dvarakandtha -
Roriraya (okuls

(Son of VrajeSvara)

Baburaya Jamanagar
Demodara . Nathad var
HaghunéthaA —
Reghuﬂétha —-——--
VitthalenGtha  Shergedh
Gopinatha Gokula
Vitthaleéa _ Shergadh
Kaijégafﬁya Shrijidvar
Yuralidhara Kankroli
‘Srigopala - ---
Ghanabyama -
Vrajebliisana Kenkpoli

Vrajalaukdra Gokula
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Samvat Year,

1705
1706
1707

1707
1707

1708
1708
1709

1711
1711
1711
1715
1715
1717
1718
1718

1718
1719

1720
1720
1721



Name, Place,

32.B8lekrsna  Kankroli
33.Mohana Shrigidver
34.Dvarkenatha Shrijidvar
35.¢iridhara Gokuls
36.Copala -  Kenkroli

37.Gopinatha ‘Shrijiﬁvarﬁ.
38.Balakrsna - Cokuls

3 .Jayadeva -

40,

51.
0%,

Raghunstha Kote
Yathurarathalagar thattha,
Giridhsra, Shrijidver
(okulaceandrasd, ----
Giridhera. Kota
GovsrdhaneSa, Jannagar.,
Jivaé}ﬁl Bundikota
WuralIdhera, Kashi
Krsnecandra. Gokula
Dvarakanaths,Eutch-mendvi,
rovardhaneba.Shrijidvar
(ckulardya. (okula

Giridhara. Kashi
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Samvat Yesr, ~.

1721
1722
1782
1725

1725

1785
1725
1729

(Bis descendants begen the Jayagopala sub~-sect)

1727
1728
1728
1728
1728 .
1729
1729
1731
1732 -
1734
1735
1736
1737



Nanme,

o3.
54,
55,

61.

Vrajaratna,
Goypinztha
Furusottana

(Sén of Kuralidhara)

'lVréjépﬁla

Vrajangtha

, Vitthalaatha

, Mchsana

Vehkatebe
Dvarakanatha
Vitthalaiatha

?iajsﬁﬁths

, Lurslichara

firidhara

Gopinatha
rokuladhiba

. Muralidhara

Vmjebharanadikgita

0. Vitthelaraya

Jaganngtha

Yadupati
(Son of Purusotiama)

4,
Srivatsa

Place,

Gokula,
Shrijidvsr

-

Kashi
Shrijidvar
imreli
Kashi
Gokul
Gokul

Shrijidver

, O

Shrijidver
Dhandhuka
Rote
Gokul
Gokpl

Shiri jidvar
Shrijidver

curet

Capaseni
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Samva? Year.

1737
1737

178

173,
1740,

1747
1742
174 ¢

1742
1743
1744
1744
1745
1745
1745
1747

1747

1747
1747
1749

1749



Name,.

74, Wadhavaraya

75,

76.

82.
83.
84,

85,
86.
87.
88,
89.

Gokulsiatha
Danireya
Vi@@halaféya

Purugottama

Gopala

YedunFtha

Vrajaranana
Jivanalal
Vrajadhita

Damodsara

Son. of Purugottama)

Damodars
(okulscendra
Raghundtha
Pragyumna
Goverdhana

Vrajabliusana

CGopendra

, Rameirsna

Jagsnuatha

Kaly@neraya

Place.,

Cokul
{iriraj
Shrijidvar
Capaseni
Shrijidvar
fota -
Shrididwar
Jaipur.
Shrijidvar
Jodhpur

Surat

Shrijidver.
Shrijidvar.

© Shergadh

Shrijidvar

Senvat Yeasr,

1749
1750
1750
1751
1752
1755
1756
1757
1758
1760
1760

1761
1762
1762
1762
1763

Kagerthattha. 1865

tokul-
(tokul
Kashi

Shrijidvar

1769
1770
1771
1771



Hame,

95,
96.

a7.

98.

109.
110.
111,
112,
113.

Kalyemaraya
Lsxsmena
Chansbyama
¥adhustdana
Balakrsna
Mathuranatha
Jivenalal

Balakrens

Vrajananda

Bglskrsns
Nrsimhalgl
Gimanladl
Rajivalocans
Gokulenatha
Gopala

Ctovind a¥aya

Vitthalsnatha

Srivallabhs

Govindaraya

Plece,

(tokul
Cokul

Shri jidvar

‘Shergadh

Shrijidvar
Kashi
Nathadvar
Shergadh
fokol
Kota
Porbunder
Shrijidvar
Girivejd
Kenkroli
Kota

Samvat Year,

76

1772
1774
1774
1775

17T

1775
1775
1777
1778
1778
1778
1779 -
1779
1780
1781
1781
1781
1781
1782

" The original list,as I have already stated is sufficiently

long end runs upto V,S.1799. This much however is sufficient

for us to show how big the family of Cosvemis was at the time

of Purugctians,
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'Coming to the scholars whp did not belong tp the Vall abha~
Semprad@ya,we £ind that a host of scholers and authors flourished
iﬁ the Seventeenth snd BEighteenth centuries,The famous suthors
on Dhsrmefstra like Kemolaksra Bhatta,Mitremifra snd Vaidyas
-ngthe Paysgunda alias B@lam Bhatta flourished at‘about the
same time. Similarly Dinskera Bhatta and bis son Giga Bhatta
were also famous cantemporaries of Purugcttama.Both of them
were proteges of Chatrepati Shivaji snd it is ssid that Gaga-
-Bhatta was setually called upon %o officiate at the coronation
of Shiveji in 1674 4,D. Bhettoji Dikgsita,h@gefs end Konde-
Bhetta were great grammerians, Gredadhara Bhatts,opinatha
. Mauni,fnnam Bhatta,leugsksi BAh@skera,and many. other writers
on Nyaya end great scholars like Panditarajs Jagannatha also
lived in tﬁese centuries, In fact many of then were all-round
scholars and contributed o almost all the branches of knowledge,
Thus the age in which Purugottsma lived was en sge of activity,
fhough one msy perhaps feel that many of the works written at
that time were more of the nature of commenteries and compile-
~-tions, ,rather then originsl independant works. New theories
were propounded only through the medium of comwentaries and
compilattions,It was thus not the creative but the interpretative

period in the history of Indian thought.

1t has been maintained secording to the tradition of
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the Pusﬁimérgaﬂthat Purugottans had direct contact with Appayya-

Diksita.It is seid that Purusottama had Sastab&hﬂ with Aypayya—

Diksita,when he was only seven years old.ﬁlk§ita was a prolifie

writer snd wrote Some about hundred ﬁorké;ﬁis father was |

Rahgaraja end his grandnfather,(acccrdihg’to some his gfeét

grand~-father) was qu%aESthalécﬁrye.The gretest"queStionlhow-
-gver that has baffled scholars,is his date.The generally
accepted dates of hls life are from 1554 A.uU.t0 1626 AD,
Shri.liehslinga Shastri who is a descendant of Appayya himself,

gives his datesés 1520 AD o 1593 A.D. WM.Dr. P, V,Kene has

ably discussed the question in his History of Sanskrit ﬁoetics.la;

Shri.H.0,Shestri in his Hindi Biography of Purusottama 1% has
tried to show that Appayya was a contemporary of Purusottanma.

He ssys that in 1657 A,D.there was a meeting of scholars in

Kashi in the ituketimendapa and the decision was arrived af

there to the effect that the Pefcadravide Brahmins could sit

iﬁ the same line with the Devarsi Brshmins of iisharashira at
dinner,The decision was signed by scholers like Khag@adevm'

Wi%ra,and others who were present in that meeting.One of the
signstories wes Appayya Dldulta. The Nirpaya-pstrs has been

published in the 'Citale Bhatta Prekarsna' of Pimputkar.Thus -

D "y i~ - o Yo A VR W U e G S SR VU e e e e St W U S A N N P e G M N S W S O W00 U A W S S DY - WS T o s .

13.58hityadarpana Intro.pp. 07-309.
14, ivat@revadavali.Hindi Intro.pp.18-13.
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Appeyya Diksita was present in Keshi in 1657 A.D.Shri.H,O0.
Shastri fﬁrther argues that Appayys is said ﬁb have met
Jégaﬁnétha in Kashi,Jsgannatha who was aiﬁrétege of Shah Jahan ,
must have come to Kashi in or after 165é AD,when Aurangzeb
put his father into prison.The point is really a complicated
ae.Fven if we rely on all that H.O,Shastri has saiﬁ,éan we
agree that there was a meeting of Purusotiams Wiﬁg Appayya
Diksite? Purusottema was born in 1658 A.D.We should also
begsr in mind that according to H, 0,Shestri he was born in
1668 A,D.Vrajeraya came to Suret in V,$.1727.i.,e.1671 A.D.
The meeting could have been possible only after that. Thus
we shall heve to assume that Diksite came to Suret after
1671 A.D.Agein sccording to the tradition,Purugottéma w;s
only seven whén'he discussed with Appayya and defeated him.
Fence it must be in 1675 4,D,as the traditionel account should
tally with the Qene¢ally accepted yesr of Purusottama's blrth
i.8 V.u.l?Z&.It can not telly with the correct yeasr i.e.V.S.
i?l4,because inthat case Purugbttama himself could not have
been in Surat ab the sge of seven.This is too much to p—
The whole tradition of tﬁe Szatrarths Eet@eén Purusobtama and
Appayye Diksita seems to have arisen on the strength of
'PHXHSOEtema’S composltlon of the Prahastavads which wa8 a

lan' to tﬂe balvas and whlch Was lntended to be a rejoinder
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t 0 the Sivatattvaviveka of Appayya Diksita.] am inclined

to believe that the traditional record of é§str§rtha between

Purusottams end Diksite does not appesr to have any element

of historicel truth,

Another scholar with Whom Purusottema is said to have
direct contact according to the tradition,was Blidskerardys,
'Shri.H.O.Shastri says that some wgrks of BAhgskerayaya
sre preserved in the Basbu Dixit Jade @ollection of Beneras,
The seid collection also contains some letters writien by
Bhasksraraya.In these letters Bhaskara has passed caustic
remarks against Purd@ottama, H,0,8hastri says that,it
appears from this thet Bhaskara,who was defeated in the
‘Qastrartha by Purusottama,might have referred to him with

ﬁmngeanoe.lsz

I have gathered some information about Blasksraraya and

R w A R »
his teacherg Sivadatta Sukla from various sources,

Y s o sy 9o 1w - i o A i SO O T VS U WA SO0 S T VT T S0 B e T GO YU R W IR TS Sr3 W  SUD Gu A A R ST . A S s g S o A

15, Avateravadevali, Hindi, Jrfro, p.9.
16.Sources: (i)Bhavani no V¥ad alias Bshucsrakhyati.®d.M,T.
Jarmenvsla, | "
(ii)Purvamimsnsa:Canganath Jha.with a-eriticsl
bibliography by Dr.Umesh Hishra.
(iii)Lalit@sahasran@ma with Saubhsgibhaskara,fid.

V. L.S.Panshikar, )
(iv) Sarvajenikan-M.T,B.College,and Sarvajanik Lew

College Magazine,October,1941.pp.104-107.
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Givedatta Sukla belangZ%o Sufat and stayed in Gujjar Felia,
Haripura,Surat;whsre ever todsy there is a street bearing
the neme of Vedabhiwi Sukla,as Shvadatta was popularly known.
Sivadatta's father wss NMahadeva end his mother was GCanga, .

They were Andicya Brahmins snd were deeply devoted to God
Sive.They had however no son,(nce Cod Siva appesred in their
dream snd asked them to go to Somnath,if they wented a son.
They went ou a pilgrimage to Somnath and plessed God Siva

and CGoddess Parvati,who blessed them with a son.The cowle
then returned to Suret.A son was bogn to them on asccount of
this blessing.He was named Siva Datta or %Ewaﬁﬁf@yaga.When

he was five,his Upanayana ceremony was performed and he
merried at the sge of twelve.At the sge of sixteen,he finished?
his study of the Vedic lore and mastered Ssnskrit and

Persian.Be began teaching students éven[%ﬁat young age.
Once while Sive-Datta was tesching students,a Yogin
belanging to the Tripurs Sampradaya of the'NEthg Pantha
came to his place.On sceing him Sivedatta could understend
thet the guest wss a:Sidéha Yogin.He served him as his Cury
for a fairly long time.When the Curu was pleased,he bestowed

upos him the Purnebhiceka and lNelasanrsjya Diksa,which is
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considered to be the highest honour in the N#tha Pantha,
4fter attaining to thie status,Sivadatte was nemed Svami
PrakaSansndanatha.He soon became well known in the whole

of India and was honoured by all.His preceptor then went

awsy,when he found that his work was finished.

' So meny miracles are recorded round the nsmé of Vedabhai

In the beginning of {the sixteenth cenéurj,somecne sent two
Bunyen trees and one Palm-tree flying in the s&y.PraKééﬁ.
-nendanEtha got them down with the help of BAELA Tripurs
-sundari.One Buayan tree came down at Haripu_va,fﬁivaaatta
placed there the Yantra of Bahucarsji for its protection, -

That is known by the name of Bhavanl Vad.The other free
came down at Begumpura snd was know as Mumbai Vad, The
Palun~tree got down at havssri Bazar near Dhed Talavdi,

3§etrab§la Bhairave was established there for its protection.

Tedabhdi used to go to the river Tapti every day st
dawn for taking his beth.Tt is said that the Bangi was
calling out for prayer every day at thet time.Vedabhzi
used to hear it and every time he szid that i% was wrong,

The Muslims who heard this became very angry and complained

to the Suba.The next day the Suba himself came there at
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dawn snd as Vedabhai was going sway after passing his ususal
remark,he was presented before the Suba,who demanded an -
explanation from hlﬁ.vedabﬂal said thst it was useless to
sheut when in fact it was necessary to call the devotees of
Allsh to gether to»gether for prayer.The call should he
such that a sucking child,s grazing ealf,a grinding woman
and even the flowing weter wonld lesve their respective
activity on hearing it.When Vedablisi was asked to prove his
stateent,be spoke out the Shktas of Athervaveda so Loudly
and seriously in the presence of o sucking child,s grazing
“ecglf,and a grinding women,thet all of %nem left their work
and even the water of the Tuplti cezsed to flow for a while
and meditated upon God with complefe coucentration,Vedabhai

was thereupon released and he went home.He became very famous

on specovnt of this incident, The jealousy of other Brshmins
however led ¥im them to complain to the Suba that as Vedsbhai
was following the Kaulamarga,he used wine and such other
things,The Suba Shereupon went to Bhavani Vad persenally

on au elephant with his large retinue.Vedabhai casme to

kno@ of this gnd asked one of his discipies to place a blade
of Derbhs-grass on the rosd . The elephant of the Suba sngd

the horses of his serventc could not cross over this blsde
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and proceed fufther,inSQite of all their attempts'ﬁo do so,
The Subs then sent Ffor Vedsblmi,who sent a reply that as it
was the place of Hother Goddess,one could come there only on
foot. The Suba thereupon went on foot to the temple and ssked
Vedabh@i to show him the coutents of the pots,which were kept
there,Vedabhdi showed him the po%s in whieh there were only
roses,and rose-water.The Subg was pleased 2t this,gave him

a valuable chewl and left.Vedabh@di could not accept the

Shawl ,which wss given by a pon~hindu.He therefore threw it
awgy in the fire~-alter,This wes repcrteil%ﬁe Suba,who again
visited the temple and demanded *the Shawl.Vedabliai took out
some shawls from vhe alfer and asked the Suba to find out
his own,The Suba was thus convineed of and swed by the
superhuman powers of Vedabligi,snd bowed to him with respect.
He requested Vedsbhdi to askédd for whatever he wished,
VedebliEi just said that the Suba should errange for the

protection of the temple,The Suba granted the wish and left,

Another mirscle,said to have been worked oﬁt by Vedabhéi
is regarding the drswing of boumdary live of the crematory
t Ashivinikumsv, A% thaﬁ time people ware very much sfraid
of ghosts snd ovil soigits,which hemtbed in the derk.There

were some communities in which they obssrved a convention
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of cerryirg a desd body to éhe cremetory within»a‘short
time eftef death.Tt was agaic very daﬁgerons to0.z0 to
Ashviniknpear at nightfaaae‘a brahmin belongingvtp the
comnunity of'Vedébhéi;dia& at night.Vedabhzi also went with
the corpse,In the way to the crematory,the corpse was carried
away invisibly by ghosis,Vedsbligi,with his spiritual power
could know thet the bedy wses in the possession of ghosts,
and he Yook its possessiod from thea,The Brsahwins then
requested Vedebh@i to find out e nemedy for this.Vedabhai
then fixeﬁ pails an the ground at veriou# places and thwe
merked the bovndaries,which the ghoste end evil spirits

could aot freusgress,

His meeting with Bissksraraya is aiso said to have
conteined some miraclg.éﬁﬁskara was a very great scholar,
who wishéé to enter into SEstrErtha with the Pendits of
.Burst. They however directed him to go to Véaubh°1.W4€ﬂ -
Blizskera went to Haripura Podlesq TripurasundarT was playing
outside the house of Vedabh@i.She told Bhiaskara that as

Vedsbhai was busy with Puja, he would better Witk talk with

the cow which was grazing there.That cow talked Wwith him

3

in Serskrit.Blidskers wes 50 much swe-inspired at this that

he bowed down +o Vedebizi when he met hio =nd beeaqe his
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disciple.Sivaiatta Sukle then teught him, for some time and
gave hin the Fax rabhigeka~ialiBeanrajy gada[gﬁxmgghlm
Bligipren andangtha.

Baastra:r-avaja was the seeond Son of Ga'nbhlraraya and-
KonamblLa he was born in Plag nnn”ari(uangll?;end went to
Kasnl\w1th his father .He studied the 18 lores under
Eysimhé&hvaria‘:ﬁd Tarkefastra uwnder %aﬁgﬁdhﬂra‘V5japeyin;
Fis firet wife was fnendTdevi and bis second wife wae named
Parvetidevi,who was a daughter of the brother of the Andrya
of adhve's school.He was£§ery great scholar and defeated
the AcEryass of all the schools.Me vrote 8o meny works,like

L _ W 2 Vo _
Ssubhagyabhaskara,beunbsndha,?%ﬁakauggﬁala5Vara§yarahasya, ete,

Some miracles sve recprded even for Bh*ési:ara:c‘alzrﬂa. In
the Saubhagyshhasksrs he hes written about 64 crores of
YOgill’ié.SGme Peandits from Bensras objected to this ‘by faying
that the Yogiuis are 64 dﬂd not 84 erores,They went on
discussing it with pligsgsreraya for three days, w}aen sage
Kumkumznande finslly gpplied the water of the holy river
Gangsd in the eyes of the Pandite.They could then see Mother-
(toddess disecuss mt}? them,They then left the discussion.

It is 88ié thel he wes doing the ¥akBEsodnd iyasa.One who
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perforns this cennot vowddown tc ényone except his teacher
‘end istadevat®, This being the ¢ use,Bhaskara generally did
not go out of Lie house .Ounead however the Acarya of éaikeré's
mutth cane o Bensras and all %he Brahmins went %o salute
him.BlEskers 4id not go there bub he was celled by the Toarya.
fle went there but did not szlube him,The ibéryé sgid that

the Brehmins who were householders generslly paid respects

a . o 13 . 3 : ’
to the Hecetics and it therefore did not behove him not to

pay his resPects.Bﬁéskara explained to him his position but

the feErysn wanted #. proof Blidskara then put hie Dends,

-

iamandalu and Paduks before him =nd bowed down to hhenm.

Inrediately all of them were vendered to pieces snd were

scatterad here =2nd thera.

V. L, Penchikeyr in hig Sanskrit introduction to Lelita-
sohasran@na Says thet Biaskara was a contemporary of Naraysna-
Bhatta,frand-father of KemalZkars Bhatla.Kenalakera fini shed

bis Kiepoysasindha ia V,8,1668.0ence Bhaskera mast have lived
gome shout Lifty yeers beicres it.Pauchiker has however

relied upon the tradition about the Vivada between Narayana
17

Bhatta and Bhaskeraraya.

17, ILelitasshasrsnamy with Ssushagyabhaskara.Sanskrit Intro,

Te7e
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Nr.Umesh Mishra ir his Critical Bibliegraphv suffixed

'L-e

to 'PlrvaniyEnsa in its sources'hy Dr.uaﬂ:anatF Jha says
that BhEcksraraya lived in the first auarter Gf'thn 18th
century.His compantery Setubandha on +hz= Nltra‘%ma}i KErDeva

Tantra was written in V.5.1783 GGIL&SpOhdlﬂ? to 1? 2 AD.

His Saubh@gyabhackera was written in V.9.1785 eerreSandzng
to 1728 A.D. Eaﬁbw Bhasksra refers o éivadétta Sukla in his
Saubhag yaubasmara in the {irst verse thus:

Va5 ca Bri Slvadatta~ﬂuxl sesranaih Purnabnlsvﬁ+o bhavat, 19
. Hence he muat nsave come %o Surat before V,8.1785.Purusobbtama
cane to Surat after V,S5.1787 and lived there for almoat
the whole of his life,excopt ccesssianal travels,Hence the
possibility of direct contact betwean Purnsottama and

Z, A
Bhsskera end even Sivedatta Sukla can not be ruled out,

4 4

Ye have seen above what Shri.H.0.Shastri has to say

. P A ; g
regarding the S&strarths beatwesn Purngobtama end Bhaskersa,

18, Cf.Purvemimenss:Critical Bibliography p.65.4lso see:
ModacchByemitaysn Saradi Saradrtav aSvine Flsyukte,

Suikl

_ o TR —
ssupye vavemysh atannta Lalltgganasrabha§yam;
Saubhegysbhasxera.corcluding V.1,p.240,
19. Saubﬁégyabhﬁskara.lntro.vg1.p.1.
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The followers of thskararaya say that Bhaskara defeated the
Acarya belongmg to the Vellabha &ampradaya.ln ths Bhaskera-
Vilgsa Kavya of Jegannatha,printed in the begmmgg of

the Laiit‘ésahasran“éma,éefemo above ,there are ~‘i;wc verses

~ which sre importent for our purpose.They ere: |

( 1) Sivedatta SuxlacaranaSad1tapumabh13ekasamra3yah

Gur jeradebe Vidadhe jar *:ara&hazryam sa VallabhEcaryen.

v. 30.
(2) LiTamatreritaya mlaealapurvaya capetikayd,

" Vimatadrtan prehesten vyatenistd vihastam sbjenibhe-
~hestah.V.43,

7.2 sizows; thet Bhaskara defeated the Aoarya of- ji‘;he
. Vallabha Samprad@ya,while V.43 shows that the Prahasta was\ |
: rendered futile by Bhiaskera,It is very likely that the seg’ondn
- line of VSQ refers to ?usrus,ottgma or Vrajaraya,and Prahasta
| in V.43 referé to :Praha.étav’éda of Purugottame.It is likely
that the vmrds' I\i’ii’écalzgp'ﬁrvéya capetikay‘a" may be reférring
_to his work ,besring the name H 1laealacapetma,whlch mght
have been written in reply to Prahas’savada of Purusottama
Together with the references to Pul'u§ottama’ seen by H,O,
" Shestri in the 1e’5térs written by Bh‘éskgra,'hoth ‘these verses

show that Blizskara and Purusotteana must have come in direct

{
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contact with each other and their cantact was. very probably
hot a very cordial one, As regards the result of the
‘Gamtrarthe,one should not be surprised to find that the

followers of both the schélérs heve claimed vietory for their

side,

A9 a Vaisnava Acsrya,Purusotiama neturally must haw
hed a 1a;‘ge following in Surat.Some of his pupils were well
imown scholars.hfortunately we do not know much abcimt all
of them. One such ‘pupil was Bhatta Tulajfér‘émz,’whc) a8 his
nere indicates wss -a Gujarati. Talﬁﬁﬁr’és% was ‘a great Pandit
himself .His Utsavenirpsya,also known as Vratotsavanirnays
is written in Vraj. It is a summery of the Utsavapratena
of Purugottama.i‘ulaj‘gféngcsmpiled this work at the instence
of Gsvindar’éya.‘ﬁe refers in t}:;éa work to Purugottama as his
Gurua, _thus_: 1 Ata evs Utsaveniruaye asmadgurucarangir uktam.'go
Thig is fcllov;eéi by a quotation :'Purvaviddhapra8astyat...ete.’

This is found in the U'bsavaprat’é'lla.21 1t should bhe noted that

- A o0 > o e o D W O B U o0 S LI WSS S D AT TR L TS W OB A A S s o W g O VG A G S5 e W T Y S 30 - -

m’ﬁ'?. p. 16“
21.0.P. p.112. 7
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Utsavanirpsya. as well as Utsavepratana( this[ﬁéc named -
Utsavenirneya)has been mentioned by MM.Dr.P,V.Kene in the
list of works an Dharme’s'éstra.zz The Sodafagopikesaikhyd-
tatparyavernens of Tu.lajé‘r"ér{ljhas been pi-iﬁted as an appendix
by Telivala and Senkalia in the SubodhinT Daéamapar{rardha-
tamasephelapraekaraia,with the Lekhé of Aérivallabha.?‘he work
is incomplete,since the first two folios of the manuseript
were lost.In the Colppkon,Tulajaray calls himself "8ri-
Pumgoﬁamaﬁcarap’éntexf?sin'. The work tries to show some
significance of the number 16 of the Goyik?is‘,e:}gég@d in the
Rasa. ncther work ”\7ir‘udihadham”ééraya‘évavivec ana has been
found in the menuscript form in the Libréry of Pandit
Cettulelji in Eombéy.‘l‘he panuseript bears No,168 end has

6 folios, In the beginning,the suthor refevs o0 Purugo\ttama
as his Curuy,'Saputran Srimed@cErysn gurtn Sripurusottamsn’ .
At the ead he calls himself ,"SrigosvaniPurusottanantevasin®,

1

The menuscript wes copied in Saka 1784.The said library also

contsins another manuscript of 12 folics.The work is

havarstuasamgghya of Tula,iérax%fﬁhe manuscrint bears No.59,

22. History 88 Dhermadsstra.Vol.I.p.522.
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fhother menuseript,io.68,dated Saka 172,contains the wark

Sarvﬁtﬁ”abh‘évanir’&gega.'ﬂhough the colopho does no:jl; mentiondd
the name of the auther,in the body of the text we have one
sentence: "Evam samadliznen ‘e matan devadevasya'iti Siddlente-
rehasyatikayan asmadgurucerspsdrinatpurugottanagosvanibhir
eve k;tém”.lt‘ is very likely that the author is Bhatta
Tulaj‘érémw

Shui.H, 0,Shastri says thet VepTdetta VySsa Tarkapsiice ena
Bhatt@csrya was oneg scholarly pupil of Purugottema.This
Venidatta waé a-descendant of Wahidhara,the famous commentstor
of the Sukla Yajurveda.He made a thovough study of the
Madhyending branch of the Sukla Yejurveda,and became a great
Pendit in sacerdotal work.He worked as an Adhvaryu in meny
soma;sacrifices.ﬂe stayed at Chasitola in Kashi,He studied
Grammer,‘fed'é‘nta,aﬁd Wiwenss from the Peiicadrdvida Brahmins,
He wes & grest scholar of the ISavya-nyiiya,which he learnel
fron the legicisns of Bengal.Fe went to Bengsal himself and
zot the title Markspsficénsns Bhattacerye He wrote meny
{?“ééagrauthas and Krodapatras,mostly efter a style of the

Nevys-nyaye.He was ab first a Jevotee of LEdhalkrena,but

after his cautect with Purusottama,he was converited to the
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Pustindrga. It is also said that VenIdattae accompanied
Purusottans in his t_ou_rs.ﬁe stsyed in Kaéhi for é‘lcmg time
end wrote many letters to ‘Pux;txgottama.Some them have been
preserved in the Sarasivati Bhav&m,BenaraS. In these letters
?[e;ﬁdatta nsed to address Purugottems thus: "S\'i ‘ﬁ’én"vatﬁrﬁifém
GuruvaraSriPurusottamagosvaninem carenesu Vepidattasya kotigeh
prenataysh, 'When Vepidatté's daughter mafried,?:zruéoﬁtam
. sent one person with a letter to the ¥aisnavas of Ksshi,
stating that Vegfidat'ba was a great scholar of the Sempradiya
and therefore he should be helped by them, It appesrs fra
" this that the relation between Purusottavs end Vepidatta was
very cordial. ‘ |
Zecerding to dslyenji Shestri,(as I am told by Prof.c.H.
Bhatt)fic)pglaji' Sgcora was also » pupil of Purugottema.Some
of his works are preserved in the menuseript library of
Pendit Gebtulalji in Bombay.Oue of them is Yayavadamatskhandana,
The msnuseript is numbered 160,The solophon runs;'Cosvami- |
Sriprebhyjigosvemibrivrajarithe jinahdrs japrastiena Renandsa-
dvipasthena Szcors Copalsjindmna, ..ete,.’'The manuscript is

dated V,.5.1922 and belonged t0 Ctosvami Vadundtha.lt hes B
5 } =

Polios, The work is written ir prose,having the extent of
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ebout 840 &lokss, Auother work Bhaktiﬁ(rohimukhamardana is a
fairly‘ long work,The xﬁanuscript No0.161 has 101 fiqlios and
bears the date V.5.1873. The colophon runs:'Iti...Bhakti-
drchimukhenardsno. . .Srifonlkhoddharasthitena Sseors jifatiya
Gopalajinamnd.. kytah' .Besides there ie one more. menuseript
W0.172 of the same author.The work is Abaddhavadinuhabadha,
The extent is 12 foiios;]?rém all this we cen say 4that
Copslaji Smeord belonged to Sshkhoddhdra end lived esrlier
than V.S.1873,1t ie likely thet he might have been a pupil

of Purugottama but ane can nob be definite about this,

(IX).

Ending yesrs,

We do not, know when Pufugot*:csma died,We ﬁave noted
zbove that Purusobtans had two sons,but.both of them died
during his life time.Purusottama therefore gave his Seva -
$ogelher with all his wealth to enother Purusottsma,san of
lurslidhera who wes his nearest heir,This Purusottama was
the great grendson of Vrajslaikara,the {ifth sau of Falskrena,
the third son Qf»Vi'iJi_?h&leé"a.fhé document executed in this

connection is given in appendix Nlo, 3.According to this

documen,Purugottama,whilst in full heslth snd of his om



free will gave to snother Purusottama,son of Murall&hat'a,

all his prOperty bbing the idel of haiaxrsna that of Vragesvara
-aﬁu apother;siso the Paduka end all the ornaments ang utensils
conneted with the care end wor ship of these mols,mth a

house and other property situated at Surat.The document bears
the date ﬁ%nrsday,tenth of the bright half of tﬁa ﬁeeené

Asadha V.b 1781 CO_(”.L‘empOI‘ziﬁli"g to 1Y2% A D.

Some scholars are of the opinion thet Purusovtema did
not live long after that.The document however cennot be tdten

as an evidence for drawing any conclusion that Purusottama

died in or immedistely after V,5,1781.He might have lived long

even after that.Sowme schclars like Lsllubhai Prsnvalisbhdss

3 “

end others are of tie opinion that Purusottame lived {or 45
years only.The said docuwent is a proof against the said view,
_because in thet cese he would nct haée lived even upto V,S.
1781.1elivala says that while he saw the menuscript library

of Paudit Géttulalji in Bpmbay,he found one manuseript dated

© V.S5.1810.The menuscript contdins the Xarikas of the fwelfth
Skandha of the third chspter of ?attjaiipanibandha.ﬁnVthe~A
manuscript is written; 'Purugottedanam, fAzain the nenuscriph

has margisal notes,containing explanations written in very
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small hendwritiog.This was the practice followed. by

Purusoftena.The manuscript thus belonged to Purugottama,who
N ’

was therefore alive in V,5.1810.

The tremendous work thet Purusottama has.done,would
also require s long life,We may say that Purugottama died
not eariier thsn V,S5.1810 corresponding to 1754 A.D.Thus
he lived a fairly long Life of shout 96 years.We can not
however be defiuite about this,It is really unfortunate
ﬁmtwedonothmwmmhmmmsmmm'%elﬁeofsmha.

great scholar and author,



